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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1 - 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Specifically claim 1 cannot depend from claim 3. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tatehana 

et al. (US 6879337) in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 2004/0162036 (Park). 

Regarding claims 3,5-8 Tatehana shows: 

An imaging camera (6); 

A first casing (1) having a first operation section (14); 
A second casing (2) having a display (21); 
Multiple joints (41 , 51 , 63 etc.); 

The first and second casings (1-2) can be folded into a closed position; 
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A camera casing (62) having the imaging camera (see 60-61), the casing (62) is 
provided between the multiple joint (41-63) independently of the first and second 
casings (1 , 2), a diameter of a rotation shaft (62c) of the camera casing (62) is set 
smaller than the outer diameter of the rotating sections (i.e. 41 , 51 ) of the first and 
second casings (1, 2). 

Park teaches that it is important to protect the camera and therefore brings an 
external camera within the hinge (see 0007 - 0008). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to have incorporated the idea of recessing the camera deeper 
into the camera in order to further protect the camera. 

With respect to claims 6-7 and 9-10 cushioning members are notoriously old 
in the art and it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use such 
wherever it was deemed necessary. 

Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tatehana et al. (US 6879337) in view of Sato et al. (US 2004/0095500 A1). 
Regarding claim 1, Tatehana shows: 
An imaging camera (6); 

A first casing (1) having a first operation section (14); 
A second casing (2) having a display (21); 
Multiple joints (41 , 51 , 63 etc.); 

The first and second casings (1-2) can be folded into a closed position; 
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A camera casing (62) having the imaging camera (see 60-61), the casing (62) is 
provided between the multiple joint (41-63) independently of the first and second 
casings (1 , 2), a face of an imaging camera module (see 61 ) provided inside the camera 
casing (62) come into contact with a cushioning member (68). 
Tatehana differs from the claimed invention in that there is one cushioning member 
instead of two cushioning members contacting two faces of the camera module. 
However, Sato teaches providing two cushioning members (55, 56) contacting two 
faces of the camera module (53). 

Hence, the concept of providing cushioning for a camera module is well taught by 
Tatehana, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Tatehana's cushioning with two cushioning members as taught by Sato, such that it 
allows the camera module to be held and fixed by the cushioning members when 
mounting the camera module (col. 2, paragraphs 0044-0045 in Sato). 

Regarding claim 2, the combination of Tatehana and Sato shows the cushioning 
members having a dustproof function (cushion 68 in Tatehana; cushions 55-56 in Sato). 
Regarding claim 4, Tatehana shows: 
An imaging camera (6); 

A first casing (1 ) having a first operation section (14); 
A second casing (2) having a display (21); 
Multiple joints (41 , 51 , 63 etc.); 

The first and second casings (1-2) can be folded into a closed position; 
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A third casing (62) is provided between the multiple joint (41-63) independently of the 
first and second casings (1 , 2), a face of a module (see 61 ) provided inside the third 
casing (62) come into contact with a cushioning member (68). 
Tatehana differs from the claimed invention in that there is one cushioning member 
instead of two cushioning members contacting two faces of the module. 
However, Sato teaches providing two cushioning members (55, 56) contacting two 
faces of a module (53). 

Hence, the concept of providing cushioning for a module is well taught by Tatehana, it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Tatehana's 
cushioning with two cushioning members as taught by Sato, such that it allows the 
module to be held and fixed by the cushioning members when mounting the module 
(col. 2, paragraphs 0044-0045 in Sato). 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tatehana et al. (US 6879337) in view of Sato et al. (US 2004/0095500 A1 ) and further 
in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 2003/0155216 (Park et al.). 

Tatehana et al. and Sato et al. have been discussed above. What each does not 
teach is a camera in the middle of a hinge. However, note that Park et al. teach such 
(see Fig. 3). With a camera in the middle it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to use cushions on either side of the camera for better protection. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bill Deane whose telephone number is (571) 272-7484. 
In addition, facsimile transmissions should be directed to Bill Deane at facsimile number 
(571)273-8300. 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 




